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आदेश / O R D E R 
 
Per D. Manmohan, V.P. 

 
This appeal arises out of the order dated 08.02.2011 passed by the 

CIT(A) 12, Mumbai and it pertains to A.Y. 2007-08.  

2. The case of the assessee is that the assessee was not given adequate 

opportunity of being heard and hence the order passed by the CIT(A) is in 

violation of principles of natural justice. In this regard he filed an affidavit of 

the counsel, notice of hearing issued by the office of the CIT(A) and copy of 

the adjournment letter submitted before the CIT(A), which clearly depicts 

that the case was listed for hearing on 18.02.2011 and since counsel would 

be away from town on the said date a request was made for granting 

adjournment and accordingly the office of the Commissioner of Income Tax 

granted adjournment to 08.03.2011 but to their utter surprise an order was 

passed on 08.02.2011 without hearing the counsel. It was also submitted 
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that the appeal for A.Y. 2006-07 was argued by the counsel and 

inadvertently the CIT(A) – 12 disposed of the subsequent year’s appeal also 

on 08.02.2011. 

3. The learned D.R. could not controvert the submissions made by the 

learned counsel. 

4. Having regard to the circumstances of the case we are of the view that 

the order passed by the CIT(A) is in violation of the principles of natural 

justice. As announced in the open court, we set aside the order of the CIT(A) 

and direct him to reconsider the issue afresh after giving proper opportunity 

of hearing to the assessee. 

5. In the result, appeal filed by the assessee is treated as allowed. 

प8रणामतः -नधा�8रती क4 अपील ,वीकतृ  क4 जाती है ।  

Order pronounced in the open court on 26th June 2012.  

आदेश क4 धोषणा खलुे �यायालय म< =दनांकः   26.06.2012 को क4 गई । 

Sd/- Sd/- 
(Rajendra Singh) (D. Manmohan) 

लेखा सद,य /Accountant Member उपा#य$/Vice President 
 

मंबु ई Mumbai;   =दनांक  Dated:  26
th

 June 2012 

 

व.-न.स./   n.p., Sr. PS 
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6. गाड� फाईल / Guard file. 
 * Dictation pad attached 

                        

आदेशानसारआदेशानसारआदेशानसारआदेशानसारुु ुु / BY ORDER, 

स2या@पत 1-त //True Copy// 
 

                                                                                                    उपउपउपउप/सहायकसहायकसहायकसहायक पंजीकारपंजीकारपंजीकारपंजीकार (Dy./Asstt. Registrar) 

आयकरआयकरआयकरआयकर अपील	यअपील	यअपील	यअपील	य अ
धकरणअ
धकरणअ
धकरणअ
धकरण, मबंईु  /  ITAT, Mumbai 

 

 


